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Summary

The following PIFR is a summary report of resource concerns and opportunities in the
Three Fork Creek Watershed that may be eligible for a planning study according to
the Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act (PL 83-566). The watershed is in
Preston, Taylor, and Monongalia Counties. The Town of Newburg requested formal
assistance from the NRCS Watershed Operations Program.

The study area is in the Appalachian Mountains in north central WV. The area is
rural, with many small family farms, small communities, and forestland. The Three
Fork Creek Watershed contains an outdated dam near the Town of Newburg that is a
hazard to recreationalists and a liability to the Town. There are opportunities to
remove the dam and restore the stream to natural conditions.

Potential solutions to resource problems and opportunities contained in this report
could provide long-term relief with positive impacts to environmental, economic, and
social aspects of living in the watershed. The baseline condition without Federal
investment is a situation of continued liability to the Town of Newburg, the presence
of an outdated dam, and continued limitations to the aquatic and terrestrial condition
of the creek. The alternatives that were developed for the PIFR include measures that
could reasonably improve the resource condition. The Town of Newburg is a new
partner for NRCS. Examples of benefits could include reduced liability, improved
stream conditions, improved recreational potential for the creek, and improved
stewardship of the watershed.
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Recommendation

This preliminary investigation and feasibility report has been completed and submitted for
approvalto: Steven Baker, West Virginia Acting State Conservationist.

By: Digitally signed by PAMELA YOST
y PAMELA YOST Date: 2023.12.01 15:51:42 -05'00'

Name: Pam Yost Title: Economist  Date: December 1, 2023

Organization: Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)

It has been determined that this potential PL-566 watershed operations project:

Does Does
Not
0 ... meet the statutory acreage, volume/capacity of structure and recreational limit
requirements;
X 0 ... meet the requirements of one or more Watershed Operations authorized purposes;
.. have the potential for a minimum o 6 agricultural, or rural, benefits;
X U have the potential fi ini f 20% agricultural l, benefit
X O .. have one or more viable alternatives;
.. have potential project sponsor(s) that meet and agree to all terms of responsibilities;
X U h tential project that tand toallt f ibiliti
] X .. have apparent insurmountable obstacles.
State Watershed Operations Program Manager Signature: CHRISTHHICKS SEGiiissd™ Date:

Digitally signed by LEWTON

State Technical Lead (SRC, SCE, Other) Signature: LEWTON DEICHERT oeicrerr

biat®24.01.16 09:41:58 -05'00'

Not recommended for planning funding
X Accepted and recommended for Planning Funding

JEFFREY BARR 02 tsiorss aame ovos.
State Conservationist Signature: Date:

29



Glossary

Rural — All territories of a State that are not within the outer boundary of any city or town that
has a population of 50,000 or more according to the latest decennial census of the United
States (2010 Census Urban and Rural Classification and Urban Area Criteria). [Source Title 390
— NWPM Part 506.50 Glossary, MMM|]

Appendix
e Appendix A: Sponsor Letter of Request
e Appendix B: WS-4 —PIFR Sponsor Declaration Forms
e Appendix C: Preliminary Environmental Evaluation (CPA 52)
e Appendix D: Forecasted NRCS Staffing Needs
e Appendix E: Additional Maps
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69 E Raliroad St., P O Box 40
% Newburg, West Virginia 26410

Phenelffax; {304) §92-4569
Phonei/Messages; (304) 892-3341
Emall: townofrewburg88@yahoo com

June 28, 2022

State Conservationist Jon Bourdon

Natural Resources Conservatior Service

1550 Earl Core Road, Suite 200

Morgantown, WV 26505 ‘o

Dear State Conservationist Bourdon:

We request NRCS Watershed Program planning assistance for a potential Public Law (PL) 83~
566 project in Preston County related to the Newburg Dam. This watershed is hydrologic unit
code (HUC) 0502000106, Three Fork Creek Watershed. This watershed has an existing dam
that is not in compliance, recreational needs, and potentially rural water need that could be
addressed by a watershed project. We would like for the NRCS to determine the feasibility of a
project for this area. We understand, as sponsors of a PL 83-566 planning effort, that our
responsibilities will include:

® Assisting in the locally led planning effort;

@ Contributing a share of the project costs, as determined by NRCS, by providing funds or
eligible services necessary to undertake the activity;

@ Before being credited with the value of any in-kind contributions for in-kind services

and/or acquisition of land rights, Sponsor will sign a Memorandum of Understanding

(MOU) with NRCS; _

Obtaining any necessary real property rights, by eminent domain,if necessary;

Obtaining any needed water rights, and regulatory permits at the Sponsor’s cost; and

Agreeing to provide for any required operation and maintenance of the completed

meastres. T ‘ '

We further understand that there is ne cost share required for a feasibility report and that the
District review and consider its future participation at every step.

We look forward to working with NRCS staff to complete a Preliminary Investigation Feasibility
Report (PIFR) to provide reasonable assurance that a potential watershed project can be
developed that addresses a PL 83-566 purpose and that there are no apparent insurmountable
obstacles to the completion of that project.

The names, addresses, and telephone numbers of the administrative and technical contact persons
in our organization are as follows:

*This s an aqusl opportusily progrin, Discriminalion is prohibited by federal low.
Camplaints of discrimination may be filed with the Secretary of Agriculiure, UDSA, Washington, DC



State Conservationist Jon Bourdon
Page 2

Name and Title: Matthew Bainbridge- Senior Project Manager
Address: Civil & Environmental Consultants, Inc.

120 Genesis Blvd. - Bridgeport, WV 26330
Phone number: Office (304) 848-7132 Cell (304) 282-6720
Email: mbainbridge@cecinc.com

Ci Name and Title: Patrick J. Sullivan, Jr., P.E. - Principal
Address: Civil & Environmental Consultants, Inc.,

700 Cherrington Parkway, Moon Township, PA 15108
Phone number: Office 412-249-1574 /Moblle 412-303-8285
- Email: psullivan@cecinc.com '

Please contact them for any additional information that you might need in assessing our request.
Sincerely,

Edgar Fortrey
Mayor of Newburg, WV

e Don Dodd, Watershed Planning Specialist, USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service, Beckley, WV
Pam Yost, Watershed Economist, USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service, Morgantown, WV
Julie Stutler, Conservation Partnership Specialist, USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service, Cross
Lanes, WV

*This Is an equal apportunily program,  Diserdmination Is profibited by federal law.
Compiaints of diseriminalion may be fifed with the Secretary of Agriculfure, UDSA, Washington, DG
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

Natural Resources Conservation Service

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

NRCS-CPA-52

TP A. Client Name:

Town of Newburg

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):
Program Authority (optional): PL-566

Newburg Dam Removal PIFR

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):
he purpose of this project is to provide watershed protection and improve
ish and wildlife habitat in the Three Fork Creek Watershed.

0502000106)

C. Identification # (farm, tract, field #, etc. as required):
Newburg Dam Removal, Preston, Monongalia, and Taylor Counties, WV (HUC

E. Need for Action:

he existing water impoundmentl
in Three Fork Creek Watershed fIFish passage and stream habitat would

is no longer functioning as its
intended purpose and poses
human safety concerns as well

s concerns related to fish
passage and general aquatic
habitat.

rH. Alternatives

No Action

\if RMS | |

VifRMS | |

\ if RMS

ontinue to be negatively impacted by the
dam on Little Racoon Creek. The dam

ould continue to pose a threat to human
health and safety. Water quality issues and
soil erosion would persist without focused
implementation of land based conservation
practices.

In Section "F" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section lll - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance).

F. Resource Concerns
and Existing/ Benchmark
Conditions

(Analyze and record the
existing/benchmark
conditions for each
identified concern)

Natural sediment transport by
stream is blocked by obsolete
dam. Erosion and sediment
deposition altered by manmade
structure.

ater flow is impeded by
manmade dam. Dam does not
retain floodwater. There is no
effect on flooding.

__
|. Effects of Alternatives

No Action
Amount, Status, I Amount, Status, Ji Amount, Status, I
Description A Description dEEs Description A
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and “::‘ (Document both short and ":fce' (Document both short and “::'
long term impacts) long term impacts) long term impacts)
Continued degradation of the
resource without any federal |:| |:| |:|
action.
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Residences, businesses, and
agricultural lands would continue D D D
to endure periodic flooding as
storm frequency and intensity
trends continue.
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019




in the uplands of the watershed

Resources would continue to be I:’
degredated. The dam would not

function as normal, causing

negatively impact Three Fork  lunnatural scouring and sediment
reek and its tributaries. deposits
Sediment loading contributes to
reduced channel capacity. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Continued degradation of the
resource without any federal D D D
ater quality is negatively action. Upland contaminants from
ffected by nutrients, failing agricultural operations and
eptic systems, abandoned residences would continue to
mines, timber production, oil and Inegative|y effect water quality.
as production, barren lands,
unpaved roads, streambank
rosion, and runoff from rural
landscapes within the watershed. NOT NOT NOT
any streams within the meet meet meet
atershed have elevated levels PC PC PC
f fecal coliform from
pasture/cropland, failing septic
ystems, and residential
tormwater sources. There are
Iso elevated levels of aluminum
nd iron.
F. Resource Concerns I. (continued)
and Existing/ Benchmark No Action
Conditions Amount, Status, i Amount, Status, Vi Amount, Status, i
(Analyze and record the Description does Description does Description does
existing/benchmark NOT NOT NOT
conditions for each (Document both short and | ™eet | (Document both short and | ™Meet | (Document both short and | meet
identified concern) long term impacts) Fe long term impacts) Fe long term impacts) Fe
|AIR
o resource concern identified Air quality would not be impacted
r with no action. D D D
he watershed is not in an area
recognized for regularly having
impaired air quality or any NOT NOT NOT
ignificant air quality issues. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
PLANTS
rlant structure and composition Riparian area composition |:| |:| |:|

would continue to be

he watershed provides for both
gricultural crops as well as
naturally vegetated areas that
provide wildlife habitat.

ame and non-game species of
ildlife are found within the
atershed, however habitat is
not ideal. There are 3
hreatened, endangered, or
andidate species found in the
atershed.

impacted by invasive
species.

Wildlife would continue to be
impacted by invasive species
competition with native species
that provide habitat, food, and
cover.

NOT
meet
PC

NOT
meet
PC

NOT
meet
PC

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019



Sedimentation and nutrients are
negatively effecting aquatic fish
nd invertebrate species habitat.

Continued degradation of the
resources with continued
sedimentation in the stream
negatively impacting aquatic
invertebrate habitat.

NOT
meet
PC

NOT
meet
PC

NOT
meet
PC

[ENERGY

I\lo resource concern identified

INo effect

his area has various oil and gas
ells and an underground coal

mine. Oil and gas wells are
bundant.

NOT
meet
PC

NOT
meet
PC

NOT
meet
PC

Human Economic and Social Considerations

Public Health and Safe

There would continue to be a threat to

he presence of the dam poses
threat to public health and

afety as it creates abnormal andjhealth and structure of the stream.

angerous flow conditions and
urrents.

public safety as well as missed

recreation opportunity due to the overall

In Section "G" complete and attach Environmental Procedures Guide Sheets for documentation as applicable. Items with a
require a federal permit or consultation/coordination between the lead agency and another government agency. In these cases,
effects may need to be determined in consultation with another agency. Planning and practice implementation may proceed for
practices not involved in consultation.

" may

G. Special Environmental

J. Impacts to Special Environmental Concerns

Concerns

(Document existing/
benchmark conditions)

No Action
Document all impacts Vif Document all impacts Vif Document all impacts Vif
(Attach Guide Sheets as f”eeds (Attach Guide Sheets as | "% | (Attach Guide Sheets as | "°®%
) urther ) further ) further
applicable) action applicable) action applicable) action

eClean Air Act

INo Effect

Guide Sheet
he watershed is not in an area
recognized for regularly having
impaired air quality or significant
ir quality issues.

[

[

[

leClean Water Act / Waters of the
U.S.
Guide Sheet
Permitted actions may involve or
likely result in the discharge or
placement of dredged or fill
material in or other pollutants intoj
aters of the US. Ephemeral,
intermittent, and perennial
treams and certain wetlands will
be considered as waters of the
US. Mitigation for unavoidable
impacts should be expected

under Sec. 404 of the Clean
rAct

INo Effect

e Coastal Zone Management
Guide Sheet
here are no costal zones
present in or near the watershed.

INo Effect

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019









Scenic Beauty INo Effect
Guide Sheet
reas of potential scenic beauty D D
in this watershed are typical of
ppalachian Plateau and
llegheny Mountain Section and
ommon to the physiographic
regions.

e\Wetlands INo Effect
Guide Sheet
here are 836 acres of wetlands D D
ithin the Three Fork Creek
atershed which consist of the
ollowing: 12 acres of
Freshwater Emergent Wetlands;
2 acres of Freshwater
Forested/Shrub Wetlands; 89
cres of Freshwater Pond; and
93 acres of Riverine. Data
ollected from the US Fish and
ildlife Service National
etlands Inventory.

e\Vild and Scenic Rivers INo Effect
Guide Sheet

No designated Wild and Scenic D D

Rivers are in or near the project
rea; however, all trout streams
re designated as “Waters of

Special Concern” in Preston
ounty.

K. Other Agencies and

Broad Public Concerns U

Easements, Permissions, Public jNone
Review, or Permits Required and
gencies Consulted.

umulative Effects Narrative Absent the proper and increased
(Describe the cumulative impactsjapplication of conservation practices,
nsidered, including past, cumulative effects will likely lead to
present and known future actionsjcontinued environmental degradation.
regardless of who performed the
ctions)

L. Mitigation [None
(Record actions to avoid,
minimize, and compensate)

M. Preferred N Pre*erred D |:| D
Iternative alternative
Supporting
reason
N. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) |Ioca| | |

he significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the
affected interests, and the locality.




U.S. Department of Agriculture

Natural Resources Conservation Service

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

NRCS-CPA-52
11/2019

A. Client Name:

Town of Newburg

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

Newburg Dam PIFR

Program Authority (optional): PL-566

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):
he purpose of this project is to provide watershed protection and improve

C. Identification # (farm, tract, field #, etc. as required):
Newburg Dam Removal, Preston, Monongalia, and Taylor Counties, WV (HUC

ish and wildlife habitat in the Three Fork Creek Watershed. 0502000106)
E. Need for Action: 5. Alternatives
he existing water impoundment | Alternative2  VifRMS | | | Alternative3  JifRMS | || Alternative4  if RMS

in Three Fork Creek Watershed
is no longer functioning as its
intended purpose and poses
human safety concerns as well

s concerns related to fish
passage and general aquatic
habitat.

ICRemove dam, restore natural stream
onditions (Alt 2 in the PIFR)

Remove Dam, restore stream, apply land

treatment (Alt 3 in PIFR)

In Section "F" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section Il - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance).

Remove Dam, create wetlands, add public

recreation amenitities (Alt 4 in PIFR)

F. Resource Concerns
and Existing/ Benchmark
Conditions

(Analyze and record the
existing/benchmark
conditions for each
identified concern)

Natural sediment transport by
stream is blocked by obsolete
dam. Erosion and sediment
deposition altered by manmade

ater flow is impeded by
manmade dam. Dam does not
retain floodwater. There is no
effect on flooding.

__
|. Effects of Alternatives

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Alternative 4

Amount, Status,

Vif

Description does

NOT

(Document both short and "::t

long term impacts)

Removal of dam and watershed
restoration would decrease erosion
and sediment.

NOT

Removal of dam would restore
natural stream flow. Action would
have no effect on flooding.

NOT
meet

Amount, Status,
Description

(Document both short and
long term impacts)

Removal of dam and watershed
restoration would decrease erosion
and sediment. Land treatment
may be applied to further address
erosion and sediment issues.

Removal of dam would restore
natural stream flow. Action would
have no effect on flooding.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019

if
does
NOT
meet

PC

NOT
meet

Amount, Status,
Description

(Document both short and
long term impacts)

Removal of dam and watershed
restoration would decrease erosion
and sediment. Land treatment
may be applied to further address
erosion and sediment issues.

Removal of dam would restore
natural stream flow. Action would
have no effect on flooding.

Vif
does
NOT
meet

PC

NOT

NOT
meet




ISediment transported to surface water|

There would be a reduction in
sediments in the watershed.

Sedimentation caused by erosion
in the uplands of the watershed
negatively impact Three Fork
reek and its tributaries.
ediment loading contributes to
reduced channel capacity.

\Water quality would be beneficially
effected and result in more outdoor
recreation opportunities.

NOT
meet

There would be a reduction in
sediments in the watershed.

\Water quality would be beneficially
effected and result in more outdoor
Jrecreation opportunities.

[

NOT
meet
PC

Strategic installation of land
treatment practices, natural stream
restoration and green infrastructure
as well as removal of obsolete
dam would reduce sediment loads
fin waterways.

NOT
meet

l\lutrients transported to surface water

JLong term effects of dam removal
will be an improvement in water

ater quality is negatively
ffected by nutrients, failing
eptic systems, abandoned
mines, timber production, oil and
as production, barren lands,
unpaved roads, streambank
rosion, and runoff from rural

quality. Water will not be
fimpounded, therefore allowing for
dissipation of nutrients
downstream.

JLong term effects of dam removal
will be an improvement in water
quality. Water will not be
Jimpounded, therefore allowing for
dissipation of nutrients
downstream. Natural stream
restoration and land treatment will
reduce nutrients entering the
stream.

JLong term effects of dam removal
will be an improvement in water
quality. Water will not be
fimpounded, therefore allowing for
dissipation of nutrients
downstream. Natural stream
Irestoration and land treatment will
reduce nutrients entering the
stream.

landscapes within the watershed. NOT NOT NOT
any streams within the meet meet meet
atershed have elevated levels PC PC PC
f fecal coliform from
pasture/cropland, failing septic
ystems, and residential
tormwater sources. There are
Iso elevated levels of aluminum
nd iron.
F. Resource Concerns I. (continued)
and Existing/ Benchmark Alternative3 Alternative 3 Alternative 4
Conditions Amount, Status, Vit Amount, Status, Jif Amount, Status, Vit
(Analyze and record the Description does Description does Description does
existing/benchmark NOT NOT NOT
conditions for each (Document both short and “::‘ (Document both short and ":(‘:‘ (Document both short and “::‘
identified concern) long term impacts) long term impacts) long term impacts)
JAR
Localized odors and particulate INo effect Air quality may be slightly

ro resource concern identified

matter concerns could be

he watershed is not in an area
recognized for regularly having
impaired air quality or any

ignificant air quality issues.

addressed through conservation
practices such as
\Windbreaks/Shelterbelts.

NOT
meet
PC

NOT
meet
PC

adversely impacted locally during
construction activities (dust and
exhaust from construction
equipment). The increases are
expected to remain well within the
air quality standards and would be
Jtemporary.

NOT
meet
PC

PLANTS

rlant structure and composition

Plant structure and composition
would benefit from Forest Stand

he watershed provides for both

gricultural crops as well as
naturally vegetated areas that
provide wildlife habitat.

ame and non-game species of
ildlife are found within the
atershed, however habitat is

not ideal. There are 3
hreatened, endangered, or
andidate species found in the
atershed.

Improvement in the watershed.

Terrestrial wildlife habitat would be
improved through a higher quality
natural habitat with the dam
removal.

NOT
meet
PC

Plant structure and composition
would be improved through the
installation of green infrastructure-
wetlands, rain gardens, tree
plantings, etc.

Terrestrial habitat would be
improved through the installation of|
green infrastructure- wetlands, rain
gardens, tree plantings, etc.

NOT

NOT
meet
PC

Plant structure and composition
would be improved through the
installation of green infrastructure-
wetlands, rain gardens, tree
plantings, etc.

Terrestrial habitat would be
improved through the
implementation of wildlife oriented
land treatment practices, riparian
areas created as part of natural
stream restoration and green
finfrastructure, and
creation/enhancement of wetlands.
IAquatic organism passage would
Jbe increased with the removal of
dam.

NOT
meet
PC
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Sedimentation and nutrients are

IAquatic habitat would be improved
by removing an obsolete dam and
restoring the stream to natural flow

Aquatic habitat would be improved
by removing an obsolete dam and
restoring the stream to natural flow

L]

IAquatic habitat would be improved
by removing an obsolete dam and
restoring the stream to natural flow

neggtively effecting aquatic ﬁ?“ conditions. NOT fJeonditions. Aquatic habitat would | noT fconditions. Aquatic habitat would | NoT
nd invertebrate species habitat. meet [also benefit from enhancement meet [also benefit from enhancement meet
pc [and installation of wetlands. pc [and installation of wetlands. PC
ENERGY
I\lo resource concern identified INo effect |:| INo effect |:| INo effect |:|
his area has various oil and gas
ells and an underground coal NOT NOT NOT
mine. Oil and gas wells are meet meet meet
bundant. PC PC PC

JHuman Economic and Soc|

ial Considerations

fPublic Health and Safety

JDam removal will remove a safety hazard

he presence of the dam poses
threat to public health and
afety as it creates abnormal and
angerous flow conditions and
urrents.

In Section "G" complete and attach Environmental Procedures Guide Sheets for documentation as applicable. Items with a
require a federal permit or consultation/coordination between the lead agency and another government agency. In these cases,
effects may need to be determined in consultation with another agency. Planning and practice implementation may proceed for

and reduce liability to the Town of
Newburg. The dam is out of compliance.

practices not involved in consultation.

Dam removal will remove a safety hazard
and reduce liability to the Town of
Newburg. The dam is out of compliance.

Dam removal will remove a safety hazard
and reduce liability to the Town of
Newburg. The dam is out of compliance.

" may

G. Special Environmental
Concerns

J. Impacts to Special Environmental Concerns

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Alternative 4

(Document existing/ Document all impacts Vif Document all impacts Vif Document all impacts Vif
benchmark conditions) (Attach Guide Sheets as | "% | (Attach Guide Sheets as | "**®* |  (Attach Guide Sheets as | "°%
applicable) action applicable) action applicable) action
eClean Air Act INo Effect [May Affect [May Affect
Guide Sheet Land treatment practices are not litis likely that no permitting or [itis likely that no permitting or

he watershed is not in an area

[

likely to negatively effect air

[

authorization is necessary. The

[

authorization is necessary. The

recognized for regularly having  fquality. activity is expected to only have activity is expected to only have
impaired air quality or significant minor local impacts to air quality minor local impacts to air quality
ir quality issues. during construction and would not during construction and would not
be expected to violate standards. be expected to violate standards.
Advise the client to contact the Advise the client to contact the
appropriate air quality regulatory appropriate air quality regulatory
Iagency for verification. agency for verification.
eClean Water Act / Waters of the |No Effect [May Affect [May Affect

U.S.

Guide Sheet
Permitted actions may involve or
likely result in the discharge or
placement of dredged or fill

aters of the US. Ephemeral,
intermittent, and perennial

treams and certain wetlands will
be considered as waters of the
US. Mitigation for unavoidable
impacts should be expected
under Sec. 404 of the Clean

ater Act.

material in or other pollutants intoj

Land treatment practices are not
likely to negatively effect Waters of
the US.

[]

Installation of any water control
structures will involve the
placement of fill material in
streams and must comply with all
applicable local, state, and federal
laws. Compliance will require
permits and must be obtained
before construction begins.

[]

Installation of any water control
structures will involve the
placement of fill material in
streams and must comply with all
applicable local, state, and federal
laws. Compliance will require
permits and must be obtained
before construction begins.
Mitigation for stream impacts may
also be required.

e Coastal Zone Management
Guide Sheet
here are no costal zones
present in or near the watershed.

INo Effect

INo Effect

INo Effect
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